REMARKS 

The Examiner rejected claim 27 under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which Applicant regards as the invention. The Examiner specifically 
indicated that claim 27 depends from itself and therefore the scope of the claim cannot 
be readily detemiined. in response, the Applicant has amended claim 27 by changing 
its dependency from itself to claim 26. The Examiner has indicated that claim 26 is 
allowable and Applicant therefore respectfully submits that claim 27 is therefore also 
allowable as being dependent from an allowable claim. 

The Examiner rejected claim 28 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by Biasoni '107. In response, Applicant has canceled claim 28 without 
prejudice. 

The Examiner indicated that claims 1-26 are allowed. 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of claim 27 inasmuch as the 
claim is dependent from an allowable claim and therefore should be allowable. 

Applicant respectfully requests early issuance of a Notice of Allowability with 
respect to claims 1-27. 
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Respectfully submitted at Canton. Ohio this lO^ day of f^omfi^ — , 2005. 


SAND & SEBOLT 

By;^seph A. Sebolt 
Reg. No. 35.352 

Aegis Tower, Suite 1 100 
4940 Munson Street, NW 
Canton. Ohio 44718-3615 
Telephone: (330) 244-1174 
Facsimile: (330)244-1173 
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